

•Dear lioriry, 10/l2/ti2 

I doii’t bjiiova you w-ii.l 'nava any particular use for tli..? infor'-ation xti the 
attached r cox*:l I’ve just cor.s across but it does pro’/ide a ne;ins of ijiving you an 
iiisight into th-; Byz’jntine Katzonbach and FBI ninds as of the ti.ue of the V/C. I’d 
made a copy of tliis for other purposes for Jim and just fou.ul it - ai'ter four yeiirfs! 

By way of background, the day beforts this DeLoach ir.eno rcsaliy intended for 
Hoovar - only HOBODY over addr soed Hoover directly — JCatzenbach had ap eai’ed before 
a ¥.?_ri'cn Goi.vaisrion o:iecuti”e session. Hots thj.n date in comection with the h'osenko 
business because it is slgnificrnt. The day bcjfore I'm certain and a few days even 
earlier I believe the essential co’itents of the FBI’s report l:!ad been published. It 
was leaiced by the FBI, by DeLoach* s office to ay knowledge and probably also by lii;;. 

I know tiiat Tom Bishop did some of the l ialcLng. The Gotniaission nombers r5iis',;d the 
question of the leiics oith Kataenbach. 

So DeLoach may not have been lying iuid was probably telling th ■ literal truth 
in the part I liave marked with a 1 . To tioosti to whoa the FBI did not leak they 
undoul)tedly rtjfused to state -when the report would bo cotipl .-tod even though to its 
knowledge it Imd be(5n co-ipleted and was bolrig run off and bound. 

The first part of what I hiive Euirked 2 is almost literally v/hat ^atzenbach did 
tell the CoEEdssion, but only half of his response. I do not believe he sai.d the 
second part, about making certain that- there were no FBI Isalcs. My reason is the 
second part of i^iat aatzenbach actually Sciids that alhtouj® the FBI pretended to 
be searciiing dilogently for the leaker (s), id.tliout doubt it was the source of the 
leaks. 

(I’d not be a bit surprised if by this time DoLoach knev? is because '^orald Ford 
was Ms personal informant on the Commission.) 

Perhaps in the literal language of 5 there is no lie because K. may not liave 
Imd absolute proof that the FBI was leaidng, but he also was Mthout any doubt and 
he should Iiave Icioifn that some of tiiose to whom it Irad leaked were not particularly 
friersdly mth tliose in DJ 'ifna might liava liad aotiess to th.o tent of the report. 

What DeL. s6.ys in 4 is the literal tnsth yet he Ictic’.; it was totally irrelevant. 
Be was deceiving and Kdsle-jdlng, iret Mthout lying. Tlds is FBI SOP. 

In order to keep Hoover misled and nj.sdjiformed DeLoach later went into purplish 
and impassioned entonsion of the line I mtirked 5. 

If K had pjii' cogplaintr. against the FBI, ns at 6 DoL s-.c’s ho didn’t, he would 
never have articulated tlieu to the FBI, its it is he did not long sLirvive its dislike 
of him iuftor iiC was IG, However, this was good a'ld comforting stuff to feed to Hoover, 
particularly because the FBI to-level bureaucrats wore Cio5-%^ what thny were; tolling 
him the EJ press people had done. 

Perhaps one of the more signific;mt and least iciown early develorjments -si'as 
frustrating Warren’s effort to get a man he liked, respected and liad ivorkod with 
before, Wa3rren Olney, of I think il;e Crfcainal Division, to be general counsel and 
staff director. Olney did not alUcjys trust the FBI, it knevf it, so he had to go. 

Boggs is or-JL;f one of those thraugh whoa it ..'orked. And thus iiankln, who was not about 
to figlit the FBI on ai'^tivLiig and, as you will have seen in the Commission's \japsrs 
I' VO published, was deterrsined to hive a no~c(>inpir?icy report iritiioat major criticism 
of any ayvicy. 

I’ll tzy to rGm-..'mb r to got and copy the K uomo you want and send it 


Mistily, 


irith tMs, 



